
California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page 5-171

 

Comment Letter O035 



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page 5-172

 

Response to Comments of Michael J. Connor, PhD. , Executive Director, Desert Tortoise Preserve Committee, Inc., 
August 27, 2004 (Letter O035) 

O035-1 
The Co-lead Agencies have considered feasible and practicable 
alternatives in the Program EIR/EIS process in compliance with 
CEQA and NEPA requirements.  The development of HST alignment 
and station options for the Draft Program EIR/EIS included an 
extensive screening analysis in which many alignment and station 
options were eliminated from further consideration according to 
several criteria including high potential for impact to biological 
resources.  The remaining alignment and station options were 
analyzed in the Program EIR/EIS and potential impacts were 
identified and compared.  This information was considered and 
influenced the identification of a preferred system of alignment and 
station options.  In identifying a preferred HST system, additional 
alignment and station options were eliminated from further 
consideration according to several criteria including high potential for 
impacts on biological resources.  The subsequent preliminary 
engineering and project level environmental review will provide 
further opportunities to avoid and minimize the potential effects to 
biological resources including the desert tortoise and its habitat.   

Section 3.15.2.C of the Final Program EIR/EIS has been revised to 
identify the desert tortoise habitat and the West Mojave Habitat 
Conservation Plan.  Sections 3.15.3.C and 3.15.4.C of the Final 
Program EIR/EIS have been revised to address potential impacts to 
the Desert Tortoise its habitat.  Please also see response to 
Comment O034-18. 
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Response to Comments of Keneth Alpern, M.D., Daniel Walker, Steering Committee Co-Chair, Friends of the 
Greenline, August 28, 2004 (Letter O036) 

O036-1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has determined that a direct HST 
service to LAX would not be part of the initial statewide HST 
network.  Connections to the HST system would be provided to LAX 
and Western Los Angeles County by local transportation (shuttle, 
regional transit, or the automobile).  A direct HST link to LAX would 
require a costly spur line with very limited maximum speeds that 
would have lower ridership potential than HST links to the San Diego 
(via the Inland Empire) and to Orange County.  See Standard 
Response 6.39.1. 
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Response to Comments of David F. Harrald, General Manager, Kaweah River Rock Co. Inc., August 26, 2004  
(Letter O037) 

O037-1 
Please see standard response 6.15.4 and standard response 6.21.1. 
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Response to Comments of Rick Ciardella, Chairman of the Board, Menlo Park Chamber of Commerce, August 27, 
2004 (Letter O038) 

O038-1 
Acknowledged.  Should the HST proposal move forward, future 
project specific studies would provide more detail on the site-specific 
impacts of HST operations on residential/commercial land uses and 
mitigation measures as well as station requirements. 

O038-2 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Comment Letter O039 Continued 
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Comment Letter O039 Continued 
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Comment Letter O039 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Laura Miranda, Miranda, Tomaras & Ogas, LLP, August 30, 2004 (Letter O039) 

O039-1  
Please see standard response 10.1.14 and standard response 3.12.1. 

The Authority is committed to avoiding impacts to Native American 
resources to the extent feasible and practical through careful 
alignment design and selection.  As part of future project specific 
studies, the Authority will develop procedures for fieldwork, 
identification, evaluation, and determination of potential effects to 
cultural resources in consultation with SHPO and Native American 
tribes (see Section 3.12.5 of the Final Program EIR/EIS). More 
detailed evaluation and avoidance efforts will be included in project-
level studies and appropriate monitoring procedures would be 
specified as part of project-level studies should the HST proposal 
move forward.  

The archaeological reports and studies for this project, 
Paloentological Resources Technical Evaluation and Cultural 
Resources Technical Evaluation technical reports (January 2004) for 
the Los Angeles to San Diego via Inland Empire region are available 
on the Authority’s website (www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov) along with 
the other technical reports for the Los Angeles to San Diego via 
Inland Empire region and the other four regions investigated.  These 
two technical reports were mailed to the Pechanga Indian 
Reservation care of John Macarro (July 23, 2004).   

This program-level environmental process was done at a conceptual 
level of detail and relied upon existing available data for cultural 
resources.  There was no field review or testing for cultural 
resources.  Should the HST project move forward, field review and 
testing would be required as part of more detailed project-specific 
analysis.  In particular, the Authority will coordinate with the 
Pechanga Tribe regarding avoidance of the Exeava’Temeku village 
(located just west of the I-15/I-79 interchange).  As part of this 
program-level process, the co-lead agencies initiated consultation 

with the Native American Heritage Commission for a search of their 
Sacred Lands file and lists of Native American contacts.  The Native 
American contacts were sent letters providing information about the 
proposed project alternatives and requesting information about any 
traditional cultural properties that could be affected by the project.  
Authority staff also met with tribal representatives in a series of 
three Native American Outreach Workshops during the fall of 2003 
(Frazier Park, San Luis Recreation Area, and Temecula Community 
Center).  Following the release of the Draft Program EIR/EIS, two 
additional workshops were held (March 24, 2004, at the San Luis 
Recreation Area; and April 14, 2004, at UC-Riverside), led by the co-
lead agencies’ staff.   

The co-lead agencies will continue to work with the Pechanga Tribe 
in all subsequent phases of planning and construction of the HST 
system should the HST project move forward.  The co-lead agencies 
also will work with the Pechanga Tribe as well as other interested 
and/or potentially impacted tribes to develop appropriate mitigation 
measures.  
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